
Oct 4 ,  2 0 0 6  

FCC Publ ic  Comments 
4 4 5  12th  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compet i t ion,  innova t ion ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of c a b l e  TV c o n t e n t ,  I urge you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
waivers of 47  CFR 76.1204(a)  (1) by NCTA, Char te r ,  Verizon,  and a l l  
o the r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  Th'a F C C ' s  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  com?anies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes,  remains go3d p o l i c y  today.  

Now t e n  years  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunications Act of 1 9 9 6 ,  c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  long enough on compet i t ive  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes, thus  hampering innova t ion  
and harming consumers. T h e  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market compet i t ion p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
a b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  use  of recorded c o n t e n t .  

By adopt ing c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  ("encoding r u l e s " )  i n  
docket no. 9 7- 8 0 ,  t h e  Commission recognized t h e  importance o f  a l lowing 
consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  uses  of TV con ten t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  copyr igh t  h o l d e r ' s  wishes.  With 
competi t ion spur red  on by t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban, consumers would have 
t h e  freedom t o  choose t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cable- compat ible  dev ice  
a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s tandard  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
harm consumers by l i m i t i n g  non- inf r ing ing  uses,  and such r e s t r i c t i o n s  
w i l l  g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes a r e  unchecked by 
compet i t ion.  

Please  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  waivers  o f  4 1  CFR 16 .1204(a )  (1).  

S incere ly ,  

Mr. John Cus te r  
4 8 0  Wharton Blvd 
Exton, PA 19341-1169 
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Oct 11, 2006 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in 
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help 
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' 
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in 
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing 
consumers to make certafin uses of TV content, regardless of a 
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With 
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have 
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device 
available. The CableCARIl standard already prescribes restrictions that 
harm consumers by 1imit.ing non-infringing uses, and such restrictions 
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by 
competition. 

Please refuse requests .€or waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Jeffrey Miller 
6510 N 105th St 
Omaha, NE 68122-1065 

No. o! Copias rec'd 8 
Lis: ABCDE 
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O c t  5, 2006 

FCC P u b l i c  Comments 
4 4 5  1 2 t h  S t r e e t  SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Federal Communications Comrnissia, 
Oftice of the Secretary 

A s  a consumer i n t e r e s t e d  i n  p r o t e c t i n g  compe t i t i on ,  i n n o v a t i o n ,  and 
l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  of cable TV c o n t e n t ,  I u r g e  you t o  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  
wa ive r s  of 4 7  CFR 7 6 . 1 2 0 4 ( a )  (1) b y  NCTA, C h a r t e r ,  Ver izon,  and a l l  
o t h e r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s .  The FCC's " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban ,"  which i n  
e f f e c t  r e q u i r e s  c a b l e  companies t o  i n t e g r a t e  CableCARDs i n t o  t h e i r  own 
s e t - t o p  boxes ,  remains  gos2d p o l i c y  t o d a y .  

Now t e n  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  Telecommunicat ions A c t  of 1996, c a b l e  
companies have dragged t h e i r  f e e t  l o n g  enough on c o m p e t i t i v e  
a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  p r o p r i e t a r y  s e t - t o p  boxes ,  t h u s  hampering i n n o v a t i o n  
and harming consumers.  T h e  " i n t e g r a t i o n  ban" w i l l  a l s o  h e l p  
market  c o m p e t i t i o n  p r e v e n t  f u r t h e r  r e s t r i c t i o n s  on c a b l e  s u b s c r i b e r s '  
a b i l i t y  t o  make l e g i t i m a t e  u s e  o f  r e c o r d e d  c o n t e n t .  

By adop t ing  c o n t e n t  p r o t e c t i o n  l i m i t s  (" encoding  r u l e s " )  i n  
docket  no. 97- 80 ,  t h e  Commission r ecogn ized  t h e  impor t ance  of a l l o w i n g  
consumers t o  make c e r t a i n  u s e s  of TV c o n t e n t ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r ' s  o r  c o p y r i g h t  h o l d e r ' s  w i s h e s .  With 
c o m p e t i t i o n  s p u r r e d  on by  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  ban,  consumers would have 
t h e  freedom t o  choose  t h e  l e a s t  r e s t r i c t i v e  cab le- compa t ib l e  d e v i c e  
a v a i l a b l e .  The CableCARD s t a n d a r d  a l r e a d y  p r e s c r i b e s  r e s t r i c t i o n s  t h a t  
harm consumers b y  l i m i t i n g  n o n- i n f r i n g i n g  u s e s ,  and such  r e s t r i c t i o n s  
w i l l  g e t  even worse i f  c a b l e  p r o v i d e r s '  s e t - t o p  boxes  a r e  unchecked by 
c o m p e t i t i o n .  

P l e a s e  r e f u s e  r e q u e s t s  f o r  w a i v e r s  o f  4 7  CFR 76 .1204(a )  (1). 

S i n c e r e l y ,  

Mr. ROBERT San S o c i e  
4450 T i m b e r  Hollow Way 
J a c k s o n v i l l e ,  FL 32224-6695 
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FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable ?:V content, I xrge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded cont.ent. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
Y7-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of 'rV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban,  consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-8-ompatible de:.ice available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing 'uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 56.1204ia) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. William Montgomery 
285 8th St 
Jersey City, NJ 07302-1944 
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Feb 28, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

Federal Communicatiw. Commissim 
Office of the Semetary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) ( 1 )  by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and a l l  
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged t.heir feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent furt.her restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

clark welden 
6259 NE 154th St 
Kehmore, WA 98028-4334 



FILEDIACCEPTED 

Feb 28, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal Communications Commissioti 

Office of the Secretary 

Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Evan Korth 
141 2nd Ave Apt 4 
New York, N Y  10003-8341 
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FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

FILED/ACCEPTED 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal Communications Commission 

Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 41 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Frank Smith 
1614 Royal Ave NE 
Canton, OH 44705-2046 
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FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street S W  
Washington, DC 20554 

FILED/ACCEPTED 
MAY 1 12007 

AS a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a] (11 by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (11. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Todd Cooper 
43 Charles Dr 
Franklin, MA 02038-1030 



FILEDiACCEPTED 

Apr 13, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal Commurications Commission 

Office 01 Me Secretary 

Washington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use cf recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Joseph R u s s  
20946 SW Wagon Train PI 
Sherwood, OR 91140-8031 



GILED/ACCEPTED 
Apr 22, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal Corninunlcatlons Cornmlssion 

Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable 11V content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC'S integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the :?elecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet. long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes ,  thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use 0:: recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of 'rV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, 8consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing 'xes, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests far waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Robert Meinhard 
25871 Appian Way 
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-4705 



Apr 14, 2007 
FILEWACCEPTED 

FCC Public Comments MAY 1 12007 
445 12th Street S W  
Washington, DC 20554 

Federal Cornrniunicafions Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable 'IV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. It is not fair to Tivo and 
other services to allow these waivers to go into place. Indeed, it 
would only show that the Congres is competely owned by the Cable and 
other mega companies. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use o~t recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission retzognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of 'rV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, ,consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-,zompatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Dr. Stephen Bell 
1OOB Allandale St 
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130-3442 



FILEWACCEPTED 

Mar 1, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Washington, DC 20554 

MAY 1 12007 
Federal communcations Commission 

Onice of the SeCletalY 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable 'FV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1201(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the 'Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

Dls. Marie Doorey 
950 W Monroe St Unit 614 
Chicago, IL 60607-2984 


